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ion Commission. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On July 25, 2005, New Life Trust, Inc., dba Dateland Utilities (“New Life” or “Company” or 

“Applicant”), filed with the Arizona Corporation Commission (“Commission”) an application in 

Docket No. W-20395A-05-0536 

‘Certificate” or “CC&N”) to Dateland Water, LLC 

65649, the Commission revoked New 

ual reports with the Commission. Subsequently, on 

05-0485 an application with the Commission 

Life’s CC&N afte 

ithdraw its application filed in Docket 

;:\YKinsey\water\orders\new life 1 
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On November 18, 200 taff Report in Docket No. W-20378A-05-0536 

sale of its assets to Dateland; however, Staff 

to transfer its CC&N as it had been revoked by 

the Commission and the Comp 

On November 30, 2005, 1 Order was issued setting the hearing to com 

January 19, 2006 on the application and also setting a 

publication of notice of the hearing. 

15, 2005, the A published its Affidavit of Publication and Proof of 

Mailing. 

On January 19, 2006, a 

4dministrative Law Judge of the Commission at its offices in Phoenix, Arizona. Mr. Ben Thomas 

ippeared on behalf of Applicant, Staff appeared through counsel and presented evidence and 

I 68656 2 DECISION NO. 



FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. New Life is an Arizona Corporation engaged in the busines 

services in Arizona. 

2. New Life is an Arizona Limited Liability Company (“LLC”) in good standing with the 

Commission’s Corporation Division. 

Life served 13 cust 

if a planned subdivision. 

Vew Life has continued to operate without a CC&N. 

tobert Thomas. 

plications with the 

DECISION NO. 
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regarding reinstatement and extension of 

8. Subsequently, on November 8, 2005, New Life withdrew its application (Docket No. 

W-20378A-05-0485) to reinstate and extend its CC&N. Staffs Report stated that Staff believed the 

withdrawal of the application to reinstate and extend New Life’s CC&N was the best approach, as the 

Company had not begun to p rm the level of engineering planning, testing or financing necessary 

for Staff to review t plication, without requesting a long extension of the time clock or denial of 

the application. 

9. At hearing, the presiding Administrative L dge ordered Docket No. W-20378 

05-0485 administratively closed. 

10. The second application and the one at issue in this docket was filed on July 25, 2005, 

and requested approval to sell New Life’s utility assets and transfer of the CC&N New Life hoped 

would be reinstated and extended, to Dateland. According to New Life’s application it is requesting 

approval to sell its assets to Dateland because the new owners of Dateland are reluctant to invest in 

the utility until the assets have been transferred. Additionally, Staff concluded that based on the 

discussion above in Findings of Fact Nos. 7 and 8 the issue of the transfer of CC&N was moot as 



3. At hearing, Staffs witness testified that it had received a compliance report fro 

5 days after the end of each month. 

until further Order of the Commission. 



16. On March 3, 2006, Staff filed upplemental Staff Report which provided the 

following updated information on the Company’s ADEQ violations: 

Violation: System failed to monitor for nitrates 
in 2000,2002 and 2005. 

Violation: Syste sted positive in January 
2006 for total coliform. 

Violation: System failed to monitor lead and 
copper during the period of 2000 through 2005. 

Violation: System exceeded the MCL for 
fluoride in 2000, 2001 and 2003 and did not 
conduct fluoride testing in 2002,2004 and 2005. 

ActionKJpdate: Nitrate sampling was taken on 
1/20/06. Sample in compliance with MCL. 

ActionKJpdate: A series of four tests will be 
taken. The two tests in the series taken in 
February were negative. 

ActionRJpdate: First set of initial lead and 
copper was conducted in January 2006. Samples 
in compliance with MCL. Additional lead and 
copper test conducted, waiting for test results. 

ActiodUpdate: Fluoride will be tested as part of 
the MAP tests in 2006. Company plans to begin 
construction of a treatment plant in 2006 that will 
remove fluoride and improve its water quality. 

17. Based on the updated information from ADEQ, Staff concluded that reasonable 

actions were being taken by the Company to address its water quality issue. 

recommended that Dateland file with Docket Control, 

4pproval to Construct issued by ADEQ for its proposed water treatment plant by September 30, 

Further, Staff 



emain in effect until 

d file with Docket Cont ompliance ite 

its monthly lab total coliform analysis 

Q beginning February 2006 and continuing until the 

ith Docket Control, as a compliance item in 

as determined that Dateland is 

at meets the water quality standards required by the 

de. Additionally, the monthly filing shall be 

after the end of each month. 

ith Docket Control, as a compliance item in this 

roval to Construct issued by ADEQ for its proposed 

by September 30,2006. 

lateland should be required to file an arsenic remediatio 
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subject to Arizona Department of Water Resources (“ADW’) reporting and conservation rules. 

24. According to Staffs Report, 

e issues for New Life. 

an allowance for the property tax expense of Dateland is included in the 

its customers, the Commission seeks assurances from the Company’s rates and will be collecte 

Company that an axes collected 

authority. It has come to the Commission’s attention that a number of water companies have been 

application. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Notice of the application was provided in accordance with the law. 

There is a public need and necessity for water s 

Subject to compliance with the above-stated c 

bonditioned on D 
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IT IS FURTHER 

compliance item in this pies of its monthly lab results for 

required by ADEQ and that the monthly filing of the lab results shall co 

continue until Dateland Water, LLC, files with Docket control that ADEQ has determined that 

Dateland Water, LLC, is delivering water that meets 

Arizona Administrative Code. 

D that Dateland Water, LLC, shall file with Docket Control, as a 

total coliform analysis 

THER ORDERED that a moratorium on water service hookups for Dateland 

Water, LLC, is effective immediately and that such moratorium 

Order of the Commission. 

ORDERED that Dateland Water, LLC, shall file with Docket 

compliance item in this docket, the Approval to Construct issued by ADEQ for its proposed water 

treatment plant by September 30,2006. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Dateland Water Company, LLC, shall file with 

as a compliance item in this docket, a Curtailment Plan Tariff, for Staffs review and 

, within 30 days of the effective date of this Decision. 

THER ORDERED th hall file within 180 days of the effective date of this 

Decision, a recommendation in this docket regarding whether the prior Certificate of Convenience 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Date1 

BY ORDER OF TH COW ORATION C OMMIS S ION. 




